
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

FEB '0 -7 2014 

CERTIFIED MAIL 70091680 0000 7679 6507 
HAND DELIVERED WITH RECEIPT 

Mr. Scott Trock 
Owner 
Scott Plating, Inc. 
8034 North Central Park Avenue 
Skokie, Illinois 60076 

Re: Notice ofViolation 
Scott Plating, Inc. 
EPA ID No.: ILD056629629 

Dear Mr. Trock: 

REPLY TO THE A TIENTION OF: 

On August 15, 2012, January 31, 2013, and July 16, 2013, a representative of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency inspected Scott Plating, Inc.'s (SPI) facility located in Skokie, 
Illinois. The purpose of the inspection was to evaluate SPI' s compliance with certain provisions 
ofthe Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA); specifically, those regulations related 
to the generation, treatment and storage of hazardous waste. Please find enclosed a copy of the 
inspection reports for your reference. 

Based on information provided by SPI personnel, review of records, and physical observations 
made by the inspector during the inspections, EPA has determined that SPI is engaged in the 
storage ofhazardous waste without a petmit, and is in violation of certain requirements of the 
Illinois Administrative Code (lAC) and United States Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). To be 
eligible for the exemption from having a hazardous waste storage permit, SPI must be in 
compliance with the conditions of35 lAC§§ 722.134(a) and (d) [40 CFR § 262.34(a), (d)]. We 
fmd that SPI was in noncompliance with the following conditions for a hazardous waste storage 
pem1it exemption, and in violation of the following requirements: 

1. In order to avoid the need for a hazardous waste storage pennit, a small quantity 
generator using containers to accumulate F006 hazardous waste must mark each container 
ofhazardous waste with the date in which accumulation begins. See, 35 lAC 
§§ 722.134(a)(2) and 722.134(d)(4) [40 CFR §§ 262.34(a)(2) and 262.34(d)(4)]. On 
August 15, 2012, and January 31,2013, three supersacks containing F006 electroplating 
sludge were in storage, behind the SPI facility, with hazardous waste labels, however, the 
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dates of accumulation were illegible on all three supersacks. SPI therefore failed to 
comply with the above-mentioned condition for a storage permit exemption. 

2. In order to avoid the need for a hazardous waste storage permit, a small quantity 
generator using containers to accumulate F006 hazardous waste may not accumulate the 
waste for longer than 180 days . See, 35 lAC§ 722.134(d) [40 CFR § 262.34(d)]. On 
August 15,2012, the EPA inspector observed three supersacks ofF006 in storage behind 
the SPI facility. On February 20, 2013, SPI shipped the three supersacks (along with two 
additional supersacks) off-site, to Envirite of Illinois (ILD981957236) on hazardous 
waste manifest 008495242 JJK. February 20, 2013, is 189 days after August 15, 2012, the 
day in which three supersacks were observed in storage behind SPI's facility. SPI 
exceeded the accumulation time limit for small quantity generators. SPI therefore failed 
to comply with the above-mentioned condition for a storage permit exemption. 

At this time, EPA is not requiring SPI to apply for a hazardous waste storage permit, so long as it 
immediately establishes compliance with the conditions for an exemption outlined above. 
According to Section 3008(a) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), EPA 
may issue an order assessing a civil penalty for any past or current violation requiring compliance 
immediately or within a specified time period. Although this letter is not such an order, you are 
hereby requested to submit a response in writing to this office no later than thirty (30) days after 
receipt of this letter documenting the actions, if any, which have been taken since the inspection 
to establish compliance with the above conditions and requirements. 

You should submit your response to Robert Smith, U.S. EPA, Region 5, 77 West Jackson 
Boulevard, LR-8J, Chicago, Illinois 60604. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please 
contact Mr. Smith, of my staff, at (312) 886-7568. 

Sincerely, 

. Victorine, Chief 
Branch 

Enclosures 

cc: Todd Marvel, Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Todd.Marvel @Illinois.gov 
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REGION 5 
77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

DEC 0 6 !llf3 

CERTIFIED MAIL 7009 1680 0000 7663 6933 
HAND DELIVERED WITH RECEIPT 

Mr. Scott Ttock 
Owner 
Scott Plating, Inc. 
8034 North Central Park Avenue 
Skokie, illinois 60076 

Re: Notice of Violation 
Scott Plating, Inc. 
EPAIDNo.: ILD056629629 

Dear Mi'. Track: 

REPLYTOTHEATTENTION OF: 

On August 15, 2012, January 31, 2013, and July 16, 2013, a representative of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency inspected Scott Plating, Inc.'s (SPI) facility located in Skokie, 
Illinois. The purpose of the inspection was to evaluate SPI' s compliance with certain provisions 
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA); specifically, those regulations related 
to the generation, treatment and storage of hazardous waste. Please find enclosed a copy of the 
~-ection reports for your reference. 

Based. on infmmation provided by SPI personnel, review of records, and physical observations 
made by the inspector during the inspections, EPA has determined that SPI is engaged in. the 
storage of hazardous. waste without a pennit, and is in violation of certain requiJ:emeilts of the 
Illinois Administrative Code (IAC) and United States Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). To be 
eligible for the exemption from having a hazardous waste storage pemrit, SPI must be in 
compliance with the conditions of35 lAC§§ 722.134(a) and (d) [40 CFR § 262.34(a), (d)]. We 
find that SPI was in noncompliance with the following conditions for a hazardous waste storage 
pennit exemption, and in violation of the following requirements: 

1. In order to avoid the need for a hazardous waste storage permit, a small quantity 
generator using containers to accumulate F006 hazardous waste. must mark each container 
of hazardous waste with the date in which accumulation begins. See, 35 lAC 
§§ 722.134(a)(2) and 722.134(d)(4) [40 CFR §§ 262.34(a)(2) and 262.34(d)(4)]. On 
August 15, 2012, and January 31, 2013, three supetsacks containing F006 electroplating 
sludge were in storage, behlnd the SPI facility, with hazardous waste labels, however, the 
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dates of accrunulation were illegible on all three supersacks. SPI therefore failed to 
comply with the above-mentioned condition for a storage permit exemption. 

2. In order to avoid the need for a hazardous waste storage pennit, a small quantity 
generator using containers to accumulate F006 hazardous waste may not accumulate the 
waste forlonger than 180 days. See, 351AC § 722.134(d) [40 CPR§ 262.34(d)]. On 
August 15,2012, the EPA inspector observed three supersacks ofF006 in storage behind 
the SPI facility. On February 20, 2013, SPI shipped the three supersacks (along with two 
additional supersacks) off-site, to Envirite of Illinois (ILD981957236) on hazardous 
waste manifest 008495242 JJK. February 20, 2013, is 189 days after August 15,2012, the 
day in which three supersacks were observed in storage behind SPI's facility. SPI 
exceeded the accrunulation time limit for small quantity generators. SPI therefore failed 
to comply with the above-mentioned condition for a storage permit exemption. 

At this time, EPA is not requiring SPI to apply for a hazardous waste storage permit, so long as it 
immediately establishi'S compliance with the conditions for an exemption outlined above. 
According to Section 3008(a) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), EPA 
may issue an order assessing a civil penalty for any past or current violation requiring compliance 
immediately or within a specified time period. Although this letter is not such an order, you are 
hereby requested to submit a response in writing to this office no later than thirty (30) days after 
receipt of this letter documenting the actions, if any, which have been taken since the inspection 
to establish compliance with the above conditions and requirements. 

You should submit your response to Robert Smith, U.S. EPA, Region 5, 77 West Jackson 
Boulevard, LR-8J, Chicago, Illinois 60604. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please 
contact Mr. Smith, of my staff, at (312) 886-7568. 

Sincerely, 

RCRABranch 

Enclosures 

cc: Todd Marvel, Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Todd.Marvel @Illinois.gov 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGIONS 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEY ARD 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT 

INSTALLATION NAME: 

EPAIDNO.: 

LOCATION ADDRESS: 

NAICSCODE: 

RCRA CLASSIFICATON:. 

DATE OF INSPECTION: 

EPA INSPECTOR: 

Scott Plating, Incorporated 

ILD056629629 

8034 North Central Park Avenue 
Skokie, lllinois 6007 6 

332813, Electroplating, Plating, Polishing, Anodizing and 
Coloring 

Sll!all Quantity Generator 

August 15, 2012 

Robert Slllith, LPG 

----~~&w~I=--~~~~d~~~J~~~A(~"'~~· ---~d~~~~LJ~-----
Robert Dean Slllith, LPG Date 

. J:{EVIEWED BY: 

RCRABranch, CS-1 

Qrif Walt Francis, Acting Chief 
'\ RCRA Branch, CS-1 

'2-b-lh 
Date 



PUI]Jose of the Inspection 

The pmpose of the inspection was to evaluate Scott Plating, Incmporated's (Scott) compliance 
with hazardous waste, universal waste, and used oil requirements of the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act, as amended (RCRA). 

Participants 

Robert Dean Smith, LPG, Environmental Scientist, EPA 
Ed Piwowarski, Scott Plating 

Facility Description/Facility Process 

Scott Plating Incmporated (Scott) is a small qnantity generator of hazardous waste. The facility 
is a small business located in an area of light industry in Skokie, Illinois. The area is mixed 
residential and light industry. 

,.,;(he facility has three plating lines. Scott takes water samples daily for the metropolitan sanitary 
district (MSD). Scott takes cyanide samples for MSD at its outfall to the sewer. However, Mr. 
Piwowarski stated that cyanide has not been used at the facility for "a long time". ·· · 

Scott treats its: electroplating solutions and has pre-treatment standards. The treatment of the 
water generates electroplating sludge from a filter press. The plating fluids are pretreated and 
then treated with a sulfuric polymer. The only hazardous waste is the F006 sludge that is 
generated from the treatment of the plating waste water. The water is sent through a three stage · 
filter prior to being sewered. 

Fagi_I_itv Inspections/Observations 

I arrived at Scott at 9:40 a.m. I met Mr. Scott Piwowarski, an employee of Scott and presented 
· my cFedentials. I requested to see Mr. Gilbert Trock, the person listed in EPA's RCRAinfo data 

base as the facility contact. Mr. Piwowarski stated that Mr. Gilbert Trock had passed away and 
his son, Scott, was now tl1e owner of the facility. Mr. Piwowarski stated that Mr. Scott Trock was 
due to come to ilie facility and he usually was at work by 9:00a.m. but he had not yet anived at 
the facility. Mr. Piwowarski stated that one person was just laid off due to slow business. 

Mr. Piwowarski agreed to show me the facility until Mr. Trock arrived. Mr. Trock never 
appeared while I was at ilie facility. 

Paperwork Review 

Mr. Piwowarski provided a manila folder for me when I asked for facility paperwork to review. 
In ilie paperwork package were manifests and oilier papers dealing with environmental issues 
such as waste water pretreatment paperwork. 

August 17, 2007 Illinois EPA letter 
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I read an August 17, 2007 retum to compliance letter from Illinois EPA (IEPA) to Scott Plating. 
The letter retumed Scott to compliance from an August 14, 2007 inspection by Dorma Czech, an 
inspector from IEP A. An earlier April 30, 2007 IEPA letter notified Scott of non-compliance 
identified during an April! 0, 2007 IEPA inspection was in the manila folder provided to me. 

The following violations were identified during the April l 0, 2007 inspection: 

1. 703.121(a), The operator has agreed to accumulate hazardous waste for no longer than 
180 days. He has also agreed to submit to the Agency copies of the signed manifests for 
shipments for shipments of hazardous waste off site for a period of one year from the date 
ofthe original inspection (see copy attached). Finally, he has returned to compliance with 
Section 722.l34(d) for small quantity generators of hazardous waste. 

2. 722.134( d)( 4) , The partially filled bag of wastewater treahnent sludge (F006) located 
under the filter press was provided with a "Hazardous Waste" label and an accumulation 
date. 

A list of emergency contacts including the telephone numbers of the local police and fire 
departments and the name, address, and telephone number of a hospital has been 
developed and is now kept on file at the facility. 

3. 722.134(d)(5), An updated list of emergency coordinators has been developed and is 
now kept on file at the facility. The required emergency infmmation has been posted near 
a telephone. 

4. 722.141(a), The 2006 generator annual report has been cmi1pleted and a copy was 
-·--~~~·· ·~·-~·· ···--~bm#l:ed-~Ag<m£~<!!M!l~f.ti~J;Jal't-Gf.th~~M.r~J:rg&k-agreed.tg.~----~·~~--- ; 

submit the report electronically to the Agency's Planning and Reporting Sections as 
required. 

Upon retuming to my office, I discovered that I had taken the original letter with me. The letter 
was sent back to Scott with return receipt but the letter was either not picked up at the post office 
by Scott or possibly not accepted for delivery by Scott and returned to EPA. 

Hazardous waste manifests 

I reviewed several hazardous waste manifests. I reviewed three manifests, one from 2008, one 
from 2009, and one from 2010. Each manitestwas for the shipment of the supersacks ofF006 
sludge. Some of the manifests were older than 3 years and some did not have return manifests. 
There was no 2011 manifest available for review nor was there a 2012 manifest available for 
review. Of the manifests. reviewed, 3 supersacks of F006 were shipped (3200 pounds) and 
four supersacks (3400 pounds). The Manifests were signed by Mr. Scott Trock and SET 
Environmental provided transpmtation and Envirite was the receiving facility. The manifests 
reviewed seemed to indicate that the facility is a small qnantity generator of hazardous waste. 
Hazardous waste detenninations 
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The manila folder had information that indicated that the F006 had been subjected to a hazardous 
waste determination. No other waste has been determined to be a hazardous waste. 

Employee training 

I saw some training documents in the facility's manila folder provided to me. The documents 
were not complete but suggested that hazardous waste training w<~s conducted. 

Facility Walk-Through 

.Mr. Piwowarski walked me through the facility. He showed me the electroplating lines. I 
observed a supersack under the filter press on which a hazardous waste label was affixed. 

'-'''' 

The facility is in a row ofbusinesses in which some of the busineSses appeared to have common 
walls. An alley is behind the row of businesses. Behind the portion of the building that Scott 
occupies, is an area where Scott stores filled supersacks ofF006 sludge. At the time of the 
inspection, it appeared that Scott was storing three supersacks outside, behind its facility, in the 
alley but on Scott property. The supersacks were covered with blue and clear visqueen and had 
wood pallets on the visqueen and standing upright next to the supersacks. 

The three supersacks were about 25 feet from the alley but were totally exposed to anyone who 
traversed the alleyway. There is no fence or barrier other than the upright wooden pallets. 

I could see the hazardous waste labels through the visqueen but I could not read the labels nor 
.could I determine the dates on two labels. 

After walking through the fucility, and inspecting the supersacks outside the rear of the building, 
.Mr. Piwowarski took me to the second floor of the building where offices are located. The 
offices in the second floor had a telephone but I could not see emergency information posted at 
or near the telephone. The August 17, 2007 IEPA letter stated that the emergency telephone 
numbers are to be kept in the facility's file, however, I did not see the list in the file. I asked .Mr. 
Piwowarski if there was another file or more to the one given to me and he did not know. While 
in the office area on the second floor, I asked Mr. Piwowarski if there were any listing of 
emergency numbers that he could see and he responded that he could not see any . 

.Mr. Piwowarski also showed me other rooms in the second floor and also the rooftop. No waste 
was seen in these areas. · .. 

Scott Plating Photographs 
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Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, lllinois 

Date: August 15,2012 
'lrer: ltoberti7emrSnritlr,Lf 

Camera: Nikon Coolpix, 12.0 megapixels 
Description: Photograph 1: Office on the second floor of the Scott Plating facilit)i. I 

was not able to find a list of emergency contacts at or near the telephone in this 

photograph. I did not check the rolodex. 
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Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, Illinois 
Date: August 15,2012 
Photographer: Robert Dean Smith, LPG 
Camera: Nikon Coo1pix, 12.0 megapixels 
Description: Photograph 2:. Supersack under the filter press. The supersack has a 
hazardous. waste .label. 

. 
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Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, Illinois 
Date: August 15, 2012 
Photographer: Robert Dean Smith, LPG . 

Camera~·Mtkon Coolpix,t2:(nrregn:pixeb 
Description: Photograph 3: Outside of Scott Plating. Scott is the brown brick building 
with many windows. 
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Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 North Central Park Avenue; Skokie, Illinois 
Date: August 15, 2012 
Photographer: Robert Dean Smith, LPG 
Camera: Nikon Coolpix, 12.0 megapixels 
Description: Photograph 4. Rear of the Scott Plating building. Scott is storing three 
supersacks ofF006 h&,Zardous waste outside its facility within the confines of the stacked 
pallets seen here. The supersacks are covered by either clear of blue visqueen. The 
hazardous waste labels are affixed to the supersacks; however; the ink h!IS either nm or 
cannot be read through the visqueen. 

8 



Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, Illinois 
Date: August 15, 2012 

' -«f~:~:: -.. Phet.pgrapher: Robe1t Dean Smith, LPG 
. ' eannmr: Nikon euoipbr,t2:1hneg 

· Description: Photograph 4; Close up of tbe three hazardous waste supersacks in storage 
behind tbe. Scott Plating facility. 
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Facility: Scott Plating, ILD056629629 

Location: 8034 Nort.h Centrcl Park Avenue, Skokie, Illinois 
Date: August 15, 2012 
Photographer: Robert Deart Smith, LPG 
Camera: Nikon Coolpix, 12.0megapixels 
Description: Photograph 5: Close up of the supersacks containing F006 hazardous 
waste in storage outside and in the rear of the Scott building .. 

Post-Inspection Briefing 

I stated to Mr. Piwowarski that I did not get a complete understanding of the facility due to the 
lack of paperwork. I stated to Mr. Piwowarski that I could not locate a list of emergency contacts 
next to the telephone in the second-floor office I inspected in his accompaniment I also stated 
that I would return to reinspect the facility in order to obtain the missing paperwork. 

Attachments 

Inspection Checklist 
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Regulation 

722.lll 

808.12l(a) 

722~ll2(a) 

722.ll2(c) 

722,llO(a) . 

722~120(b) 

722.120(d) 

722.120(e) 

728. 107(•)(1 0) 

722.l2l(a) 

722.121(1>) 

722.122 

RCRA SMALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHECKLIST (PART 722) Violation 

PART722: ~sTANDARDS 1\:PPJ:;ICABLE TOSMALL·~QUAN'fHYQENERATORS()jf -- ~ --~ ~~~ - ~ -
HAZARDOUS WASTE (100 -1000 KG/MO.) 

SUBPART A: GENERAL 

Section 722.111 Hazardous Waste D~eterminatio~~~ ~ 
Has.the gen~rator correc_tly determined ifthe solid·wcis-~(s}it· nerates is a~aza!dous waste? 

Yes No NIA 
Have hazardous wastes been identified for purposes·of:complian9>"'vi:fu }>art Tl&.? ~--

~ ~ Yes ~ V No N/A~--:--

, oteSr~J r~~~{t~ ~~fue s~d,;:; it generates is~ospeciru waste? NIA.c--c--

Section 722.112 USEPA Identificatiol Nd]b'e(h?Vl1t 
Has the generator obtained a US EPA identification number? -

Yes No NIA~--

Has the generate~ offered its hazardous waste Oitlft6 tfansp:z:Orters··or to 'treatrrlent~ ~torage or dispOsal futilities 

, th~t have a USEf 4- identification nur~-tper}_"' _ _ __ - · PW Uvf[(.,j {1-D N(iOf )ll ~Yes · ~ ~~~ No · NIA ~ .. 

s PARTB: JnfE~TCOVYfffl~ . .. . . . 
Section 722.120 GeneralRequirements / · 
Does the facility manifest its waste off-s~tt:? · · ;_ :. ·- :: , _,N. ,

0

. 

Yes 
If''No'', pt;q~;eeqtoSectiim?iz.izo(e). . .. · ·, .·-. ~-~-.~~~-.~. ·. · . ·.· .. -.,-.--

Do·es the m,aiJ.ife~t d6si'~_ate -~ :taciljt)r'p~ttedto himdle _the v_, · · ? ' 
- · ' 1 · .. .. · ' 1 · ·. ' Ye:{ · · · :h 'NO 'NtA 

Has the geferator shipped any waste that could not be delivere4 to the designater\ fac;ility?, ·, , •. 'c.-.-•. -. / ___ ~ •. 
~~~\\~VIfJw'~' £1,,\e r . Y; ·. Nd · .. • • ·. NIA'-;-',:-V/_. 

Does the generatOr.reclaim wast~-;~ough a ~l!~tual agreement with-a recycling facility in which: 

""' -the type of waste and frequency of shipme_~ts: are_ sp_ecifie_d in the agrrrri.~nt? 
· • Yes " , . · · '-- · No · ·L .. · , NIA , 

l to tdmsnort the waste to the recvclin~ facilitv and tcl deliver reQ:enerated material 

backio.the generatods-own6d and op,efated.bythe reclaimer-ofthe' aste? 
Yes No NIA 

the. geherator has maintained a cOpy of the agreement .for 3 years afte{ terffii:nation or expir;tj-;-n of the 
agreement?· 

Yes. __ _ No l NIA.._ __ 

722.111 

808.12l(a) 

722.!12(a) 

722.112(c) 

722.120(a) 

722.120(b) 

722.120(d) 

722.120(e) 

Has a small-quantity generator wit11 a tolling (cOntractual) agreement pursuant to Section 722.120( e) retained on 
site a cbpy,ofth~ noti:ficatioilan4 certificatiOn of the initial Waste- shiproentt_ogether with the-tpllillg agreement _ 

l~rv~ 1{~!\non;'~~~~~~fthe agreemen~0 NIA l-::7=28=-.1:c:0-=7c:-•'"'lc""to,-)-i 

Section 722.121 Acquisition ol'M'amt'ests · · · . ~ 
Has the generatonised: ~ · ~ · 

- an lllinois manifest for Wastes designated to a facir within Illinois? 
Yes No N/A 

~-~ 
722.12l(a) 

a manifest from the State tel wlllcli the 'inanifest 
1

15 :desigrl:ated? · ' / · 
Yes No NIA V , 

an Illinois manifest if the State to which- the waste is deSignated has nO manifest of its. of/, 

Yes No NJ A.._-"'-~ 722.12!(b) 

Section 722.122 Number of Copies 
Does the manifest co-nsist of at ,least 6 copies? --· J No 

722.122 
NIA Yes .• 

scowP &t ~in~ 1 
.1 LV ~CJ b G'IYI ~ 7}J 

gDy{ (X) (fiv4ftl few~ ~-vI 
g·! r s-hol~ 
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Regulation 

722.!23(a) 

722.12J(b) 

722.12J(c). 

(722. B4(c)) 

(722.134(d)) 

(722.l34(a)(2)) 

(722.134(a)(3)) 

{725.271) 

RCRA SMALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHECKLIST (PART 722) 

Section 722.123 Use of the Manifest 

- signed the certificate by hand? . 
For each manifest reviewed, has the generator: ~ 

Yes No N/A"~--
- obtained the handwritten signature and the date ifeptance by ~1e initial transporter? 

Yes . No NIA. __ _ 
- retained one copy as required by Section 722.140(a)? 

Yes No NIA:--,--,-
- apfa~ently senti copy (part 5 for the .IllinoiS. manifest) to the Agency within 2 working days? 

QHv\ ~V\W ~ow,{~\~ rev\\IMF No NIA 
- has the generator apparently given tlie remaining copies to the transporter? . 

. ~~V\0 ~VJ t{lf!'J' ~\ Q ~: . . . ~o NIA . i 

- has ~1e gener~ followed the proci..R-es pr~bed m Section 722.123 for manifest:I~g bu~k · 
shipments o~hazardous waste by rail or yvater? 

. Yes No NIA 

SUBPART C: PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS 

I~ there any hazardous V.'aste ~ll:dY for transporl; off-site? /. 
Yes . No NIA~--

.Icru~ r ;e;~r T~~~glt tll~pre-rrans~e~requirem~u~ in N~bp\7 NIA~--
Section 722.134 AccumulatiJ~UM~ h fJL 7 IJi r;£e VI 
Is the generator who accumulates hazardous waste at or near any point of genemtion where wastes initially 
accumulate and which is under the control of the operator of the process generating the waste~ limiting such 
accumulation to 55 gallons of hazardous waste or 1 quart of acutely hazardous waste, complying with Sections 
725-271, 725.272 and 725.273(a)~ and marking the containers with the words "Hazardous Waste~ or other ' 

words to ide~· the contents? \ / 
hl\ fo · diN:' h«.lf_ <;nr~if{ Yes , No NIA'-:-:-----: 

Ifds\iliet,te~ f"Wlld Jc~ulates more than 55 galJons ofhaz·ardous waste or 1 quart of acutely hazardous 
waste complied with the requirements of Section 722.134(a) within 3 working days? 

Yes No NIA'-----=-
If there are more than 55 gaUo~s of hazardous waste or 1 quart of acutely hazardous waste in the .satellite 
accumulation ar~ are fhe containers marked with the date accumulation beganv. 

/ Yes No . NIA'--;;:== 
During the 3 day period, is the generator continuing to cOmply \vith the requireme~t~ of Section 722.1 jJ{ c )(1) 
with respect to- the excess waste? . \/ 

Yes No N/A'--"--

Has the generator complied with the following requirements: 
Yes, __ _ No, __ _ N/A'----

Note: If the quantity ofhazardous waste on-site ever exceeds.6000 kg. the facility is also a storage facility 
_ _ subJect to full[~lation unde£arts 72. 4 and 72~ and the pe~it requiremenW under Part 703. 
(t SvL~.-~,,r sc.cNt";- ilr.1 .0Aue,_ n~ ~~ \ wQ.;~/t, 

Dbfu the fac1hty accumulate hp.zardb~:Yw e Jh Cofitainer~ '_/. \ 

c,\ o\\" 5 ill.?~{ SO\GVvs yes v No . NIA'--------

If nNo", go to Subpart J. 

SUBPART I: USE AND MANAGEMENT OF CONTAINERS 

Is CA~-tf~~ s\~~G~~arked on each cont~~=r? '! 
Is each containe:r marked with the words "Hazan;lous Wast~ 

V\\1-.f;, \[eGtl\1\\W,~~~ ~~·~\,(v,(: No . NIA"c-.-
If the contain~r; tiave leaked or are in poor condition, has the owner! operator transferred thehazar7ous aste to 
a suitable container? . · . 

· Yes No NIA . · 

' No, __ _ NIA'------
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Violation 

722.123(a) 

722.12J(b) 

722,123(c) 



. Regulation 

(725.272) 

(725.273(a)) 

(725.27J(b)) 

(125.274) 

(725.277) 

(722. I34(a)(2)) 

(125.30J(b)(Ij) 

(725.30l(b)(2)) 

(72530l(b)(3)) 

(725.30I(b)(4)) 

RCRA SMALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHEcKLIST (PART 722) 

No. __ _ NIA~--

Are containers of hazardous waste always closed except to rem~ or add waste during accumulation? 
. Yes \7·- No N/A~--

Are containers of hazardous waste being opened, hiindled, or stored in a manner which will prevent the rupture 

ofthe .. container or pre;vtrr.t it from Ieclcing? .. '\ . l 
shil~ \Vl ~\1 Vv1~ ~ lr , .. 0 ~0 ~ . ,+. NIA~_ 

Is th? q\~ne. r/operator i~speofing tD »cchm~fafroxWre~s~Olt week\;, loo:i' ~*!,b or detelioration? 

(\ D-\" Si,W l .lJ,r\)'M ~\~ fiJ,I](.QVies . J>:fo . lJ. N!A . 
Is the accumulation arJ.a %:eefrodi_lJw evt.dence oflealang or detenorattng contaniers? (See also Sectton 
725:13 I) ,., "') 

rn-\-- s Q Y® ~ \ (\n,, , · Yes ' No ' N/A~-
ls the o""'er/opU~or Jornplying~ii\~ uqaf'conceming incompatible wastes? 

Yes No N/A~--
Does. the generator acCumulate and/Or treat hazardoUs waste in tanks? / 

.Yes No V N/A~--

Note: If'!No"~ go to Subpart C. 

Section 725.301 Gen ators of 100 to 1000 kg/mo. 
Is each tank marked witl1 th words "Hazardous Wastell? 

Yes~-- /o'_ . NIA~· __ 

Is the generatOr in coni.pliallce wi 
725.117(b)? 

he treatment or sto~e ~~ous waste in tanks as referenced in Section 

· Ye/ No NIA~--
Have hazardous wastes or treatment reagents .. n 'placed in a tank causing. the tank or its i:imer liner to rupture, 
leak,. corrode or otherwise fail before the ·of i intended life? 

. / . No N/A~--

Unless a tank is equi7ped wi ~age control or a d':·:s:ver ·.' n structure~ !do any uncovered tanks. 'have at least 2 
feet of :freeboard? 
. . . ~ & . ~ . 

~. . 

If waste is continuously fed into a tank; is the tank' equip'ped with a mearts"to stop the inflow (i.e. waste feed 
cutoff sYstem or by-pass system to a. stand-by tank)? 

Yes No N/lt 
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Violation 



Regulation 

(725.301(o)) 

{725.301(<1)) 

(725.301(e)) 

(725.301(1)) 

(725.nJ) 

(725.Bi) 

(725.133) 

(725.134) 

(725.135) 

RCRA SlV!ALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHECKLIST (PART 722) 

Is the generator inspecting. where Presen\.,_tbe following: 
1) discharge control. equipment at tea t once each operating day? 

Yes No N/A~--
2) data from monitoring equipment at 'least ce each operating day? 

Yes No . N/A~--
3) the··Ievel of the waste in the tank. at least once ~h operatiilg day? 

Yes "\.,. No___ N/A~--
4) - physical evidence of corrosion at Ie;m weekly? 

Yes o N/A,__~_ 
5) discharge confinement structures to detect ero-sion or le~g at least weekly? 

Yes No N/A __ _ 

H~:ts the generator removed all hazar'ao 
closure of the facility? 

s waste from tanks and associated equipment and structures upon: 

Yes_~_ No ___ _ N/A __ _ 

If ignitable or reactive w.;stes are stOred in t$Iks, is e generator in compliance Wit!} SectiO-n_ 725.3'01( e)? 
Y~ No N~~--

Is the genenrtorin compliance with the regulations concem~'l~mpatible wastes_ in Se-etiOn 725.30I(f)? 
Yes \,No N/A.,_ __ 

COMMENTS: 

M -\u ~~~ ~ l~ lV\l ~~lh"~ j IJtok 
\"111.(\\\ K 4Stl ;; I~ .)~It ~~· ft~~~ 
~N~) ~s\~) \~ \Wi 

SUBPART C: PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION 

Is the facility -being, operated and maintained to minimize the possibility of a :fire, explosion or anY i"eleas·e of 

hazardous w~~t~ or hazar.. do us waste_ c. onstituents w.h.ich~co~--~· hr_eaten ·h-um~ health or the environn:ent? 
1\0 f~\N.M_tp QtfQ((ClSQ -Yes.,< }.lo . N/A __ 

Is the facility equipped with-the following if ne~· -

. a) . tn i~~~al ~~-u_m ic;::ttion or alarm system. (s )? ·.. . · ~ 
tJii~\\ :\:11& ~ · "'· Yes · No N/A~-

,b) a teleplioJe r o _- . er device to summon emergency as~fstance from local authoriti~'? 
· Yes · V No ' N/A __ _ 

c) portable frre extinguishers~- fife cOntrol equip~ent, spill control eq1;1.i{iment and decontamination: 
.• ? ~ -eqmpment, ··f · 

Yes No "N/A . 
d) water at adequate yolume and pres~e for :fire control? 

· Yes'--- No __ _ N/A~--

Is the facility testing and maintaining communication/alarm systems, fire protection equipment, spilt control · 
equipment and decontamination equi-pment? 

Yes __ _ No __ _ N/A~_·._ 1\0~ SVI.v t · 
a) W11ere hazardous waste is being haridle<L do all employees _have immediate access to an intern,al 

alarm or other emergency commuoicatibn device? .... 7 
Yes V No N/A~--

b) If there· is ever-just one employee on the ·premises when the facility is operating, do_es he/she ba-ye 
immediate access to a device capable of sununoning .eXternal emergency assistance? 

Yes V No N/A __ _ 

Is the facility maintaining adequate aisle space'] 
No )<. N/A Yes 
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Violation 

. 



Regulation 
--------------

(725.137) 

(728.107(a)(5)) 

(722.134(d)(5)) 

RCRA SMALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHECKLIST(P ART 722) 

Has the facility atteffipied to make the following arrang~illents, as aPPiopriate: foitile··tJpe·of faCflitY-SiidWa5Te:· 
arrangements \'i'·ith local emergency authorities (ie. police wid fire departrn,ents, other emergency 
response agencieS) to faniiliarizethem with the layou~ of the_ facility, properties of hazardous waste 
h~dled, places w~ere facility personnel would be worki:hg, entrances to roads inslde.the facility an.d 

~"'> <:;"ll,llQOt,UI\J-.q .. ~J~ ~~}- "\fdY71, , aJ _n.M~ Nfl&Jlf.fl"lf!l.V 
evacliatio~ route~?.. 1 _ 

1 
i I " · · -· 

agreement'S design tmg the primmy~~Uiey £JuU¥~~/one-POiic& or nfu' ~~;~ght 
respond? 

Yes',..---'- No>'--;_':- N/A'--cc--
agreements with Sfate emergency response teams, contntctor!'! and equipmen~ suppliers?-

Yes No N/A'--cc-7--'--o 
arrangements to familiarize local hospitals-with the properties of hazardous waste h-imdled at the. 
facilitY and the type of ill juries or -iUnesses which couid result from fires, explosions or releases at 
the facility? · · 

Noc_ __ N/A~~-

No N/A f 
'rs the J?lan on-site'! ~ 

Yei No· N!A_\,____ 
Do¢s the plan include a detailed physical and chemical analysis? · * 

~ Yes · .No· N/A 
Has the plan been filed with th,e Agency at least 30 days prior to commencement of treatment ac · ity? 

. · Ye.s . No N/A · 
Has the gene~or subffiitted tli~ r~qujred notification and. certification that ihe waste meets treatme t standards 
when the was'te is sl1ipped off.site? · 

Yes No· N!A · 

A) Is there at least one _employee on site or on call whh the responsibility to coordinate all emergency 

ftf1 Httrse"!,\ f~e~lt'J ~flllt!ltaL6 ~Yes / No NIA . . . 
B) Js·the following fnform:Jfon posre'frlext to the ~lepbone: 

tl1e name and telephOtie number of the ·emergency coordinator? 
Yes Noc_--c~ N/A'---c _ _c__ 

the location of fir_e extinguishers and spill control equJpment and, if present, fjre aJ,.apns? 

Vio~tion 

'7 
r 

'J~(~ 
Yes No N/A . 

----+------+----·-t"h_e_n_um_,b-er-of"lh"'e"fi~re-d"'e_p_art-:ctn-e-n.t;-u-'n"-iless:-the f1icility has a dir~ct alarm? 

Yes No N/A~--
:--1:ef2' 

722.140(a) 

722.140(c) 

G} Have employees received the proper waste handling and emergenCy procedures training relevant to 
tQeir positions? htMe~ ~ 

Yes No N/A ~ 
D) If.th.ere .. have. been any emergencieS thatreq\lired a .. respons~, did the el?ergenc)rcoordina~t; co_mply / & ( V\ 
~ ~vith :cr_r<.equiremenAs of Section 722.1~~)(5)(D)? No N/A .../ 

v~w\~rw~ -s:ee vr- . . . . . ; ~ tfJ I (A(V11 
A small-quantity generator w~o must transport the waste oVer a distance of 200 miles or more for 
treatment, storage Or disposal mB.:Yaccumulate:waste on~sityforup·to 270 days without a permit <:A~ 1f\ r 
provided that the generate):" compljes witll.th{! requirements ofSUbsectiOii (d). J 

Note: 

SUBPARTD: RECORDKEEPINGANDREPORTING . ~~h 

Section722.140 Recordkeeping A~±--- s~~'fi- ~\~ ~~~(\;. ~~L 
Has the generator retained for a period of3 years: · ") ()(QA;t"-i) t- jt" 

acopyofeach signed manifest? ·-,. 
Yes_·~-- No __ _ N/A~~- 722.140(a) 

Has the generator retained for a period of l years: 
copies of test results~ waste analyses or o:ther determinationS made in accordance with Section 

f\!\j} ;~~? __- Yes No N/A~~- 722.140(c} 
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Regulation RCRA SMALL-QUANTITY GENERATOR INSPECTION CHECKLIST (PART 722) Violt. 

Does a generator who is involved in any untesolved enforcement action or as requested by the DirectOr continue 
to J?ain,in the records requirfd in subs~ctio.ns a) and c)? 'l f--7-cc2c-2_-14- 0-'-(d-)---l 

...... lret!~h r~tMe« C{)l1N1JiltMIL Yes·. 1\ . No '. rA 
Section 722.142 ~xceptionReporting \oVJf M e!Wif~ffl \17• ;jefy. 
Has the generator filed an excepti-on report if a signed copy of the manifest has ~oi been received within 60 da'ys 

722.140(d) 

ofthedateofde'te1ytothetransp«rtef · 'l 7 
~~ }011 Ji--D 1\ ~\11.1\\ 1{7~~.1\ 'Yes .. __ No._·_ N/A 722.142(b) 

Sectioti 722.143 Additional Reporting 
722.143 Has t4e generator furnished additional reports as required by the Director? 

Yes No N/A . 722.143 

SUBPART E: EXPORTS OF HAZARDOUS WASTE 

722.150 Is the generator an exporter of hazardous waste? 1 
Yes No N/A ' 

722.150 
If"Yes", has the generator complied witlt the requirements ofSubpmtE? 'l 

Yes No N/A ' 
SUBPARTF: IMPORTS OF HAZARDOUS WASTE 

722.160 
Is the generator an importer of hazardous waste? 1 

Yes No N/A 
. 

If "Yes", has the generator complied with the requirements of Subpart F? ') 
722.160 

Yes No N/A \ 

SUBPARTG: FARMERS 

722.17.0 Is the generator a fmmer? 'l 
Yes No N!A 

c 

If 11Yes11~ has the generator complied with the requirements of Subpart G? "/) 
-~- j 

. 

Yes No N/A • 722.170 

TM:jab\722SMALL.doc 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGIONS 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEY ARD 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT 

INSTALLATION NAME: 

EPAIDNO.: 

LOCATION ADDRESS: 

NAICSCODE: 

RCRA CLASSIFICATON: 

DATE OF INSPECTION: 

EPA INSPECTOR: 

REVIEWED BY: 

Scott Plating, Incorporated 

ILD056629629 

8034 North Central Park Avenue 
Skokie, illinois 60076 

332813, Electroplating, Plating, Polishing, Anodizing and 
Coloring 

Small Quantity Generator 

January 31,2013 

Robert Smith, LPG 

w~; -
Walt Franc1s, Acting Chief 

:JJ.r/141) 
Date 



Purpose of the Inspection . 

The purpose of this inspection was twofold: 1) EPA hand delivered a letter sent by EPA to Scott 
that was returned to EPA with the US Postal Service (USPO) stamp "UNCLAIMED" and 2) 

EPA was present to review RCRA documents that were unavailable to the inspector during the 
August 15, 2012, inspection ofScott. 

Participants 

Robe1t Dean Smith, LPG, Environmental Scientist, EPA 
Ed Piwowarski, Scott Plating 

Fadlitv Inspection 

I arrived at Scott at about 12:45 p.m. Upon arrival, I met with Mr. Piwowarski whom I met 
during the August 15,2012, inspection. Mr. Piwowarski is one of two employees of Scott. I 
presented my credentials to Mr. Piwowarski and he recognized me as the EPA inspector who 
inspected Scott 0)1 August 15, 2012. Mr. Piwowarski stated that Mr. Trock, the owner of Scott, 

-··:..ras not present due to meeting in downtown Chicago. . . 

I presented an envelope to Mr. Piwowarski which contained an EPA letter to Mr. Trock dated 
November6, 2012. Attached to the letter was the original IEPA letter to Scott dated August 17, 
2007. I inadvertently removed said letter from Scott during my August 15, 2012, inspection. The 
envelope presented to and accepted by Mr. Piwowarski was addressed to Mr. Scott Track, 8034 

Nmth Central Park Avenue, Skokie, lilinois but was marked by the USPS witl1 a stamp that 
stated "UNCLAIMED". 

I explained to Mr. Piwowarski that I had inadvertently taken the letter while he accompanied me 

during the August 15, 2012, inspection. Mr. Piwowarski stated that no mail is delivered to said 
address which is the facility's address. Mr. Piwowarski stated that all mail is sent to a Post Office 
box. 

I stated to Mr. Piwowarski that I was present to review documents that were not available during 
my August 15, 2012, inspection. Mr. Piwowarski indicated that Mr. Trock would be the person 
to talk to and Mr. Piwowarski requested that I give him my business card again so that he could 
tell Mr. Track what I needed fuat that Mr. Track would call me to schedule a time for me to 
return to the facility. I gave Mr. Piwowarski my business card and stated that it is likely fuat Mr. 
Trock would have to schedule a time for me to visit due to his absence from the facility. 

I left fue facility and walked around the rear of the facility through a public alley way. I observed 

that four supersacks of hazardous waste were now stored outside in fue rear of Scott's facility. 
The hazardous waste was covered with visqueen and I could see some hazardous waste stickers 
but could not read the date or other information on fue hazardous waste stickers. I photographed 
fue supersacks of hazardous waste and left Skokie for the EPA office. 
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Scott Plating Photographs 

Facility: Scott Plating, Inc. 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, lllinois, 60076, 
ILD056629629 
Location: Public Alleyway, behind the facility. 
Date: January29,2013, 1:21 p.m. . 

Photographer: Robert Dean Smith, LPG 
Camera: Nikon Coolpix, 12.0 megapixels 
Photograph 1: Four supersacks of hazardous waste in storage behind the facility. The 
supersacks are covered with visqueen and it is difficult to see or read hazardous waste 
stickers. 
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Facility: Scott Plating, l.nc. 8034 North Central Park Avenue, Skokie, illinois, 60076, 
ILD056629629 
Location: Public Alleyway, behind the. facility. 
Date: Jauuary29, 2013, 1:21 p.m. 
Photographer: Robert Deau Smit)l, LPG 
Camera: Nikon Coolpi1e, 12.0 megapixels 
Photograph 2: Four sqpersacks of hazardous waste in storage behind the facility. The 
supersacks are covered with visqueen aud it is difficult to see or read hazardous waste 
stickers. Close up of photograph 1. 
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